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Mr. Gituetre, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany S. 2269] 


The Committee on Foreign Relations, having had under considera- 
tion S. 2269, a bill to create a commission to study relations between 
the United States and other North Atlantic Nations, reports S. 2269, 
with amendments, and recommends that the bill do pass. 


GENERAL PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


This bill, if passed, will create a bipartisan commission of 12 mem- 
bers, to make a thorough study of ways and means of achieving a more 
effective North Atlantic Treaty Organization. The Commission will 
be made up of two Senators, two Representatives, two members from 
the executive branch of the Government, and six private citizens. 
It is to submit a final report to the Congress with its full findings and 
recommendations not later than November 1, 1953. The bill author- 
izes the appropriation of such funds as may be necessary to enable 
the Commission to carry out its duties. 


COMMITTEE ACTION 


S. 2269 was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations on 
October 12, 1951. On January 18, 1952, the Department of State 
informed the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations that 
it recommended “favorable consideration by the Congress’ of the 
proposed bill. On March 11, 1952, a subcommittee of the Foreign 
Relations Committee consisting of Senator Gillette, chairman, Senator 
Sparkman, and Senator Wiley, was appointed to study the measure. 
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The subcommittee met in executive session on March 15 to consider 
the proposal, and after making minor amendments, agreed to report 
favorably the amended bill to the full Foreign Relations Committee. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations again considered S. 2269, as 
amended, on April 22, 1952, and voted to report the bill favorably 
to the Senate. 


THE NEED FOR A STUDY OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION 


The North Atlantic Treaty, approved by the United States Senate 
on July 21, 1949, provided in article 9 for the creation of a council on 
which each member state should be represented. The council was to 
“be so organized as to be able to meet promptly at any time.” It was 
given authority to ‘‘set up such subsidiary bodies as may be necessary”’ 
and was instructed by article 9 to “establish immediately a defense 
committee which shall recommend measures for the implementation 
of articles 3 and 5.” 

The North Atlantic Treaty Organization has grown in importance, 
size, and complexity in recent years. The creation of the Supreme 
Headquarters of the Allied Powers in Europe (SHAPE) under the 
command of General Eisenhower, the Mutual Defense Assistance 
Program for giving military assistance to our pact allies, the emphasis 
on defense-support types of economic assistance, the development of 
the European community and the problems of its relationship to the 
North Atlantic community, and the adherence of Greece and Turkey 
to the treaty, are all matters that involve the Treaty Organization and 
affect the security of the United States. 

The growth of the North Atlantic community, accompanied by the 
movement toward political and economic federation in Europe during 
the past 5 years—since the inception of the Marshall plan—has been 
phenomenal. It is natural that this growth has been attended by a 
great deal of confusion. Despite the rapidity of the growth of the 
Atlantic and European communities, there have been some who have 
felt that they have not grown fast enough. Others have feared 
that they have been growing too fast. There have been others who 
could not believe that growth was taking place at all. At times there 
has been considerable evidence of disagreement among many of the 
individuals involved in these developments. 

Last November, Senator Green of Rhode Island served as chairman 
of a group of Senators who attended a series of meetings in Stras- 
bourg, France, with a group of representatives of the Consultative 
Assembly of the Council of Europe. A similar group attended from 
the House of Representatives, under the chairmanship of Repre- 
sentative Eugene Cox, of Georgia. 

The report of the American delegation stated in part: 

Today as one looks at the political organization of Western Europe and the 
Atlantic community he cannot but be impressed by the organizational confusion 
that frustrates the creation of any coherent pattern for the development of a strong, 
well-ordered, democratic community capable of exerting the tremendous efforts 
that are essential if freedom is to survive. 

It may be that the organizational chaos in the North Atlantic community today 
is a chaos out of which order will flow. It may be but a step in the evolution of a 
community of free nations dedicated to the preservation of individual freedom, 


But the danger we face is so great that it may be fatal to wait for evolutionary 
processes to develop a free united Europe, or an Atlantic community, or any other 
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combination of states that would pool some degree of sovereignty for common 
purposes. * * 

The American ihidiabiads came away from its discussions in Strasbourg more 
fully aware than ever before of the tremendous problems to be faced if European 
federation is to make any real progress. It draws attention in this report to the 
existing confusion with respect to the organization of free Western Europe and 
to some of the questions that have not been answered, not for the purpose of add- 
ing to the confusion, but rather to try to focus the attention of the American 
people, the executive branch of the Government, and the Congress on this total 
situation. 

The delegation has found no clear American policy with respect to these matters. 
In fact, there seems to be considerable difference of opinion among responsible 
American officials here and abroad as to the course this Government either is 
pursuing or should pursue. The delegation, by focusing attention on some of the 
profound questions which must be answered, hopes to encourage the responsible 
agencies of this Government, including the Congress, to take action that will 
enable the United States to exercise the leadership in this field which is so badly 
needed (S. Doc. 90, 82d Cong., Ist sess., pp. 13 and 14). 

The Committee on Foreign Relations felt that it was desirable for 
a nonpartisan group of outstanding American citizens to make a thor- 
ough study of the interrelated problems existing between the United 
States and the other nations of the North Atlantic community and to 
consider ways and means of achieving a more effective North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization. 


MEM BERSHIPJ[or COMMISSION 


The Commission of twelve is to be chosen in the same way as the 
Hoover Commission was chosen. Section 2 of the proposed bill pro- 
vides that the Commission is to consist of two Senators selected by the 
President of the Senate, two Representatives selected by the Speaker of 
the House, two officers of the executive branch of the Government to 
be selected by the President, and six private citizens to be selected two 
each by the President, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of 
the House, respectively. The membership is to be equally divided 
between the two political parties. 


DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION 


PW Although the Lisbon Conference of February 1952 devoted much 
attention to streamlining the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations believes that it would be helpful 
if a nonpartisan group of American citizens could devote their careful 
attention to the Organization and to its relationship to the United 
States. Such a- study should be helpful to the Organization itself, 
should help in public understanding of the operations of the Organi- 
zation, and may produce suggestions for economies in operations. 

Section 7 of the bill states that one of the duties of the Commission 
is “‘to consider ways and means of achieving a more effective North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization * * *.” This language is broad 
enough so that the Commission should have a relatively free hand in 
determining the nature of its studies and the recommendations that 
may result. 

The North Atlantic Treaty Organization is the first international 
organization with substantial forces and materials’at its disposal. 
That makes it extremely important for the Congress and the American 
people to keep in close touch with its operations, as will be possible if 
this legislation is approved. 
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Section 7 (b) of the proposed bill authorizes the Commission to 
submit “interim reports to the Congress from time to time * * *.” 
Thus, if the Commission should decide that the results of some of its 
studies should be transmitted immediately to Congress, that would 
be possible. If, for example, prior to the consideration of mutual 
security legislation in 1953 there should be information or recommenda- 
tions available that might be helpful to the Congress in its considera- 
tion of that legislation, the Commission could report thereon. The 
final report of the Commission is to be submitted not later than No- 
vember 1, 1953. 


THE COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS 


The committee made no substantive amendments except those 
relating to the time when the Commission is to submit its report and 
recommendations to the Congress. Several clauses were stricken 
from the first section of S. 2269 to make it clear that the Congress by 
this legislation does not desire either directly or indirectly to prejudice 
the activities of the Commission. Thus, the committee struck out the 
phrase stating Congress recognized that “in order to accomplish the 
common aims of these nations in the North Atlantic community the 
relationship between these nations should be developed and enlarged,” 
because it felt that this language might be construed to mean that the 
Congress was by this legislation approving the development and en- 
largement of the North Atlantic community. This is a matter upon 
which the Commission may wish to submit recommendations, but it is 
not a conclusion which the Congress should express at this time. A 
similar amendment was made in section 7. 


CONCLUSION 


The proposed bill is patterned very closely after the legislation 
which created the Hoover Commission (Public Law 162, 80th Cong., 
Ist sess.). The reports of that Commission showed that a nonpartisan 
group of public-spirited citizens can make studies and recommenda- 
tions most helpful to Government operations and which may serve as 
the basis of substantial economies. 

The committee files show that no one has objected to the proposed 
legislation and, in fact, that a number of important organizations 
support it. The Committee on Foreign Relations concludes, there- 
fore, that it would be in the interests of the United States to create 
the proposed Commission at this time so that the Congress may have 
the benefit of its study and recommendations in connection with its 
consideration in the future of problems involving the relationship of 
the United States to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 


APPENDIX 


There are reproduced here a number of letters which the Foreign 
Relations Committee received in connection with S. 2269. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 18, 1952. 
Hon. Tom ConNALLY, 
Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee, 
United States Senate. 
My Dear SENATOR CoNNALLY: In your letter of October 17, 1951, to the 
Secretary of State, you requested the views of the Department on 8. 2269, to 
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create a commission to study relations between the United States and other 
North Atlantic nations. 

I wish to report that the Department endorses 8. 2269 and recommends its 
favorable consideration by the Congress. Early enactment of the bill should 
contribute in a number of ways to the objectives of the North Atlantic Treaty. 

As is recognized by the bill, effective implementation of the North Atlantic 
Treaty is a matter of the utmost importance to the people of the United States. 
The nations which are signatories to this treaty provide the core of military, tech- 
nical, and industrial strength upon which the free nations of the world so greatly 
depend for their survival in the face of aggression, actual or threatened. The 
organization of this strength and its development upon a cooperative self-sustain- 
ingybasis, equitable to all, is a task of vast complexity and one to which the people 
of this country have commifted their resources to a degree unparalleled in peace- 
time. It is imperative that every practicable effort be made to assure that these 
resources are expended wisely, efficiently, and economically. 

The Department is likewise in accord with a further objective of the bill, 
namely, ‘to consider ways and means of achieving * * * closer cooperation 
between the United States and the other North Atlantic community nations 
* * * 7? Tn the view of the Department the association of these nations is a 
natural one in that they broadly share the common heritage of western civiliza- 
tion, hold to common principles recognizing the dignity of the individual, and seek 
to promote their welfare through generally similar institutions. Article 2 of the 
North Atlantic Treaty in fact i 
developing understanding of these principles and institutions and in seeking to 
promote the welfare of their peoples. Because these principles and institutions 
provide the moral and social fabric of our common civilization which underlies our 
material strength, the commitment in article 2 is therefore closely related to the 
purpose of the treaty as a whole. 8S. 2269 would provide a means whereby the 
United States could further discharge this commitment. signalizing also its recog- 
nition that the North Atlantic community is not only a necessary grouping to- 
gether in time of danger but also a natural association of nations which can and 
should collaborate at all times. 

At Ottawa the North Atlantic Council issued a statement making clear the 
importance which the member governments attached to the development of the 


mposes upon them an obligation to collaborate in 


North Atlantic community. A ministerial committee was established to rec- 
ommend to the member governments means for strengthening their free institu- 
tions and advancing the well-being of their peoples. The recommendations of 


this committee will naturally be of great interest to the proposed Commission. 
Conversely the Commission’s findings and recommendations can be of great 
value to this Government in connection with the proposals of the committee 

The Department endorses the recognition in the bill that “shipments 
from the United States must arrive on time.” It suggests, however, in view of 
the fact that NATO itself is not a consignee for these shipments that the language 
of this clause be amended to read ‘‘recognizing that shipments from the United 
States in furtherance of the objectives of the North Atlantic Treaty must arrive 
on time and in the stipulated quantities.”’ 

In studying the proposed legislation the Department has been mindful of th 
circumstances that the purposes of the bill relate to one area only, the North 
Atlantic area; whereas the interests and commitments of the United States are in 
fact world-wide. It has, however, been the Department’s view that the pur- 
poses of the treaty itself are not exclusive and that the strength of the Atlantic 
community promotes the peace and prosperity of the world as a whole. For this 
reason, the concentration of this bill upon one area alone should not be regarded 
as indicative of any lack of concern with the wider interests of the United States. 
Furthermore, it seems certain as a practical matter that the proposed Commis- 
sion can render more useful service if its scope of activity is limited to the North 
Atlantic community and not broadened to include the entire field of the foreign 
relations of this country. Such a task would appear unmanageable within the 
time contemplated by the bill for the Commission to discharge its duties. For 
these and other reasons the Department favors the scope of activity proposed 
under the present bill and is pleased to note, moreover, that clear recognition is 
given to the fact that the orginzation of the North Atlantic community is within 
the framework of the United Nations and that its cooperation is within the prin- 
ciples and purposes of the Charter. 

The composition of the proposed Commission should insure a bipartisan 
approach and a broad measure of public participation in the task of analyzing 
this vital area of our foreign relations. The Department believes that this par- 
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ticipation will be useful in the further development of a well-informed public 
opinion. It will be pleased to lend its cooperation to the Commission if the bill 
is enacted. 

Should you so desire, I shall be glad to answer further inquiries on any aspect 
of this matter or to arrange to have officers of the Department discuss it with 
members of your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Jack K. McFatt, 
Assistant Secretary. 





Tue AmprRIcAN LEGION, 
Indianapolis, Ind., December 21, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M. GILLerre, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DeAR SENATOR GILLETTE: Once again let me thank you for your thoughtfulness 
in sending, for mv comments, a copy of 8. 2269, a bill to create a Commission to 
Study Relations Between the United States and Other North Atlantic Nations. 

We have studied the bill thoroughly, and it is our opinion that its passage and 
the consequences of establishment of a nonpartisan Commission would do much 
to solve many of the current problems relating to the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization. Wesee in the bill the possibility of a substantial contribution being 
made toward the implementation of the Legion’s policy with reference to increased 
reliance upon regional pacts. We believe that it provides us with an opportunity 
of assuring ourselves of the workability of, and the strength shown by, the regional 
grouping of the North Atlantic treaty. 

We shall be pleased to render all possible assistance in obtaining the passage of 
the bill, and congratulate you and your fellow Senators who sponsored it upon 
your farsighted approach to the difficult problem presented. 

Sincerely, 
Donatp R. Witson, National Commander. 





AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington 1, D. C., January 7, 1952. 
Hon. Guy GILLErre, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: After giving careful thought and study to S. 2269 which 
you sent me a short time ago and after having it carefully considered and analyzed 
by the chief counsel of the legal department of the American Federation of Labor, 
I arrived at the conclusion that the bill is well prepared, meets the requirements 
of our present-day situation, and is deserving of our approval and support. 

I am pleased to send you this reply to your communication dated November 13. 

Very truly yours, 
"W. GREEN, 
President, American Federation of Labor. 





NATIONAL GRANGE, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1952. 
Hon. Guy M. GiIuuerte, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator GitteTre: We have your letter inquiring concerning our 
judgment and position on the proposed Senate bill 8. 2269 to create a commission 
to study the relations between the United States and other North Atlantic nations 
and especially to study ways and means of economizing on expenditures in our 
relation with this agreement. 

We are in favor of setting up such a commission adequately staffed and believe 
that it can do much good and save enormous amounts of the taxpayers’ money 
if its members are carefully selected. 

Very sincerely yours, 
J. T. SANDERs, 
Legislative Counsel. 
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DisaABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, 
Washington, D. C., November 29, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M. GILLerrs, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR GILLETTE: Commander Ewing Mays has requested me to reply 
to your letter of November 14 relative to the bill S. 2269. 

The DAV has, since its inception, always endorsed and supported measures 
designed to further the interests of world peace. We believe the treaty between 
the North Atlantic nations to be a progressive step in this direction. We also 
believe that the parties to this treaty should bear their proportionate duties and 
responsibilities in order to make it fully workable and effective. 

The bill 8S. 2269 proposes to establish a temporary nonpartisan Commission To 
Study Relations Between the United States and Other North Atlantic Nations. 
Such a nonpartisan Commission comprised of outstanding members appointed 
from Congress, the executive branch of the Government, and private life would 
undoubtedly serve to instill greater public confidence in the efforts of our Govern- 
ment to carry out its obligations under the treaty. The Commission could 
render valuable assistance to the American people to the end that the contribu- 
tions of the United States are not expended uselessly or dissipated for purposes 
outside the scope of the provisions of the treaty. 

It is incumbent on the free nations of the world not to overlook any possible 
opportunity to maintain their freedom and to maintain the national security of 
all through mutual efforts. 

The DAV believes that the Commission proposed in the bill 5. 2269 could 
render real assistance to the Congress and to the country by exercising the au- 
thority vested in it. We sincerely hope that the Congress will take early and 
favorable action on this bill, and that the Commission members appointed there- 
under will undertake their task with the same spirit that the authors of the bill 
exercised in sponsoring it. 

Thank you for the opportunity to permit the DAY to express itself on this 
very important measure. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Francis M. SULLIVAN, 
National Legislative Director. 





INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS, 
Washington, D. C., November 19, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M. GILuerre, 
Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator GILueTreE: I have read with interest vour letter of November 
13, 1951, together with the enclosed information which explains the purpose of 
S. 2269. I am pleased to announce that the International Association of Ma- 
chinists will support this legislation to its fullest extent. 

I believe that the proposed bill introduced by you and Senator Sparkman and 
cosponsored by 21 other Senators is a very constructive step which will prove of 
much value to the general publie of this country. I have discussed this subject 
and our decision with Mr. George Nelson, our representative who handles legisla- 
tion, and any time we can be of assistance to you or any of the cosponsors you 
designate to assist in the passage of this legislation, please advise Mr. Nelson and 
he will be prepared to act. 

Cordially yours, 
A. J. Haygs, 
International President. 





AMERICAN Farm BurREAU FEDERATION, 
Chicago, Ill., February 15, 1952. 
Hon. Guy M. GILLerre, 
United States Senate, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR GILLETTE: At its last meeting, the AFBF board of directors 
gave detailed consideration to the proposal in your bill, S. 2269, for the creation of 
& commission to study relations between the United States and the other North 
Atlantic nations. The idea appears to be a good one; however, we believe some 
additional precautions should be incorporated in the bill. 
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While, as you pointed out in your letter of November 14, six-sevenths of United 
States foreign aid has gone to countries party to the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization, it is nonetheless true that both these countries and the United 
States have many close relations with other nations of the world; therefore, the 
terms of reference of the proposed Commission should not be limited to the North 
Atlantic nations. 

We believe the inclusion of a provision for termination of the Commission’s 
work is wise, although the suggested termination date of March 1, 1953, may not 
allow enough time for the Commission to accomplish its full purpose. 

It appears to be the intent of your bill that the Commission should conduct its 
inquiry without spending a lot of money, and this is as it should be. 

The bipartisan aspects of this proposal should be given very careful considera- 
tion. To assure that the Commission’s findings will be arrived at on a truly 
bipartisan basis, it might be well to provide that the minority members of the 
Commission shall be approved by a minority caucus. 

We believe that the proposal in your bill 8. 2269, modified along the lines 
suggested above, would fill a purposeful and timely need. We shall follow the 
progress of this proposal, and will be glad to lend our support at the proper times 

Sincerely yours, 
ALLAN B. Kuine, President. 


CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATIONS, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1962. 
Hon. Guy M. GILLerre, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR SENATOR GILLETTE: In the absence of President Philip Murray from 
Washington, I have been asked to reply to your letter to him with reference to the 
bill S. 2269 which you and other Senators are putting forward in the Senate. I 
regret that, owing to a number of mishaps, we have not replied to your letter 
previously. 

I am glad to be able to inform you that the objectives sought by S. 2269 are ones 
which are in general accord with the objectives of the CIO, and we would be 
hopeful that the work of the Commission, such as you suggest, would lead to not 
only a better organization of our relationship to our allies among the other free 
nations, but also to a fuller understanding of what is involved on the part of our 
own citizens. 

With best wishes, 

Yours sincerely, 
Micuae. Ross, 
Director, Department for International Affairs. 


AMVETS, 
Washington, D, C., February 6, 1952. 
Hon. Guy M. GILLETTE, 
United Siates Senate, Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Griiuerre: This is in further reply to your letter of Novem- 
ber 27, 1951, in which you requested the advice and comment of AMVETS on 8. 
2269. The members of our international affairs division have studied the bill and 
authorized me to extend our enthusiastic endorsement of the purposes which the 
bill is designed to achieve. 

The members of the division, however, did have some suggested changes. For 
example, sections 1 and 8 are not in strict conformity with each other. Section 1, 
the declaration of policy, recognizes that the relationship between the nations in 
the North Atlantic Community should be “developed and enlarged’’; that ship- 
ments to NATO must arrive on time; and that the public should be better informed 
and have greater participation in the formation of policies. 

Section 8, in setting forth the duties of the Commission, does not direct the 
Commission to study the foregoing subjects. Accordingly, it is recommended 
that section 8 be amended to conform to section 1. 

The language in section 1, that the relationship between the nations should 
be ‘“‘developed and enlarged,’ is vague, and should be clarified. It is hoped that 
your purpose is to “develop and enlarge”’ the relationship in such manner‘as to 
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achieve a United States of Europe. We believe there can be no permanent peace 
in Europe until such a union has been achieved, and are disappointed over the 
slowness of the movement, and over Great Britain’s present coolness toward 
achieving it. 

Although the North Atlantic Treaty is sometimes assumed to be a military 
pact (in art. 5, the parties agree that an armed attack against one shall be con- 
sidered an armed attack against them all), article 2 contains the following broad 
language: 

“The Parties will contribute toward the further development of peaceful and 
friendly international relations by strengthening their free institutions * * *. 
They will seek to eliminate conflict in their international economie policies and 
will encourage economic collaboration between any or all of them.’ 

The development of a United States of Europe would be a most effeetive way 
of eliminating economic conflicts and encouraging economic collaboration. It 
is believed, moreover, that this necessary objective is within the scope of the 
treaty, and we urge that the Commission be directed to explore all its possibilities. 

It is noted that 6 of the proposed 12 members of the Commission are to be 
appointed from private life. One excellent method of insuring that the public 
will be better informed, and will have greater participation in the formation of 
policies, as suggested in section 1 of the bill, would be to appoint these six members 
from among the leadership of organized or other important segments of American 
life. This would insure the utilization of the many means of communication 
between these members and the members of the organizations which they repre- 
sent, such as organization newspapers and magazines, radio and other reports 
to the general membership and the public, National and State convention forums, 
speeches, ete. 

Successful international cooperation must be based on a true sense of inter- 
national community. You and the other Senators who have cosponsored 8. 2269 
know even better than we do the importance of keeping our people informed 
about, and interested in, the international developments of our times. Conse- 
quently, I am sure you will be sympathetic to the suggestion that it would be 
desirable to amend section 3 to provide that the six members from private life 
should be selected from each of the six following representative categories of 
American life: Education, industry, labor union, religious, veteran, and women 
groups. 

We in AMVETS compliment you for assuming the leadership in this worth- 
while undertaking. We are, of course, grateful for the opportunity of presenting 
our views, and we wish you speedy suecess in obtaining the enactment of S. 2269. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun L. Smita, 
National Commander, AMVETS. 


LEAGUE OF WoMEN VoTERS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1952. 
Hon. Guy M. GILuerts, 
United States Senate, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Senator GILtuette: Your letter describing 8. 2269 for a nonpartisan 
commission to study relations between the United States and the North Atlantic 
Treaty nations is of much interest to the League of Women Voters. The league 
supports the North Atlantic Treaty and measures to implement it through the 
mutual security program. We are, therefore, especially concerned with any 
proposal aimed at more effective operation of the treaty. 

The proposal to set up a nonpartisan commission along the lines of the Hoover 
Commission seems a sound approach. There is much need for increased coopera- 
tion between representatives of the Congress, the Executive, and private citizens 
in exploring basic national policies as well as devising ways to make the most 
efficient use of the tax dollar. Such a commission might also contribute toward 
the reestablishment of a much needed nonpartisan approach to basic foreign 
policy issues. 

The list of possible fields of study for the Commission seems excellent. We 
are particularly concerned with the need for better public understanding of the 
relationship of military problems to economic problems. We are also concerned 
with the relationship of NATO to the United Nations. 

We urge that the relations between NATO and the United Nations, ineluding 
possible use of NATO forces to implement the collective security effort of U. N., 
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be emphasized as one of the fields of study for the Commission. The league has 
supported regional defense pacts; but we are well aware that, in the atomic age, 
our ultimate security depends on the establishment of a more universal system 
of collective defense. NATO is a vital part of our security effort, but it must 
always be considered in relation to our over-all military and economic commit- 
ments, 

We are enclosing a copy of our National Voter which contains an article on 
the proposed NATO Commission. This publication is sent to all members. 
The League of Women Voters will follow the proposal with interest. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Percy Maxim Lee, 
(Typed) Mrs, Joun G. Lun, President. 


O 





